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July 7,2004 

C h h a n  Michael Powell 
FcderaI Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

M: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost fw minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their c0rnmUnities- 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase fot pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. %-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
hous&olds who are on fmed incomes depend entireIy upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and n e i g h h .  We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appohtmmts that we all have. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that tbe FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards, 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. Tbe FCC should stand up for consumer interests mer corpOmte gain by keeping 
aordable prepaid calling cards D priority. 

Sincerely, 

Cornrm'ssioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commksion 
445 12rb Street, S-W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

'Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not hpose new access charges and fees upon prepaid CaIling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fued and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requhrnents that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can Use thw cards to stay "connected" as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appdntamts that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficides of such 
charges. The FCC shonld stand up for consumer inter- over cot$orate gain by keepfing 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

cc 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Cotnfnunications Commission ' 

445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No- 03- 133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid &ling cards. If you 
move to iricrease the cost of these cards, you will simply bive up the cost for minority M 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their mmmw-ties. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price hcrease for pre-pdd calling cards; 
appraximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households witfi incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid wrds. Pre-paid calling cards are SO prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

Witb gas and milk prices already hoIding fixed and low income co~lsumer~ hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid sewice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating OT hem deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiOm payphones or the telqhones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ' ' o o n n ~ "  as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, ox schedule many of the other daily appointments that we al l  have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiirries of such 

faterests over cbiporate gain by keeping 

Senatar 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal CommJunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-1 33 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon p p a i d  calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost oftbese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any pr ice  increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 bave used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumen money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fmed and low income consumers hostage, we sbouId 
not be faced with rising telcphone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
househoIds who are on fved incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that I d  ph&e c o m p a n i e s  hist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, wnsumers can make calls &om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “ c a n n d ”  as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the ather daily appointmemts that we all bave. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges iind fees onthese cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest tefephoae companies would be dre,largest ~neficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand np for cbmamer intereats over corpOrate gain by keeping 
affordable prepstid d i n g  cards a priority. . 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Mchl Cows 
Commksionw Kathleen A h a t h y  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket NO- 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon pmpaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cardsl you will simply drive up the w s t  for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities., 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid mds. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk pticcs already holding fad and low income COXISU~E~S hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone servjce costs as well. h particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend edrely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upan before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make caIls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "comected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appoiotments that we a l l  have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fets on these cards.' 
Some of the nation% largest telephone companies would be the largest bcndCiarieS OfmGb ' 

charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over coiporate gain by keeping 

ccs: Commissioner Micbael Cops 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Cornmissioner Kevin Martin 
Con&issicmer J o n a t b ~  Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson L 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Mchael PowelI 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th slreeq S.W. 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new accegs charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up tha cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% o f  Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have &d prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices aheady holding fiied and low incame consumtrs hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households w-ho are on k e d  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid sewice becaw they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local pbont companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls &om payphones or the telephones 
o f  family members and neighbors. We cm use these cards to stay "com~texl" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or scbedule many of the otber daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it mimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone compaoies would be thelargest ben&&rip of such 
charges. The FCC ~ h o d d  stand up for consumer interests over cor'ponte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid falling cards a priority. 

CCS: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kcvin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose'new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumefs do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone ' 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable bowing, make a doctor's appoinlment, or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer conveniencc and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensnble to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC wiIl do if it inflicts new "in-state" access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would h e 1  directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would f i l l  squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially i n w e  the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the b e n d i  Latino and othw c o r n m d e s  gain 
fiom these services. Please stop any effort to mise mtes on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs; Corn'  io& MiohaeJ Cows 
Comm sioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

t 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications, Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washingion, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost tdecorninunicatjons sewices to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with fmily and fiiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would intrOduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which w e  depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide, 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-state" access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit hisiory, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to locat 
telephone service, reIy upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connecttd at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior cjtizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid c d h g  card5 are the only @on available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left witbout access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly hann individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges wouid amount to a substantial incnase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility o f  calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these smjces substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refise to impose new access charges and fee's on prepaid calling card 
services. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martia 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelslein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RIE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am fiting to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid cdlmg katd 
semi ces. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone ‘ 
service.. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone caIis to look fol a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with f d y  and fjriends- These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden f e e s  or c h g e s .  h economically disadvantaged mas, consuers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts ntw “in-state? access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. ‘Ihe fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
compm-es while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least a o r d  to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other ~ommunitics gaio 
from these services. Please stop any e m  to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and otbtt faes. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Cows 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Cornmissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator. 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling ixud 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a vmkty of needs. b y  of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a Iarge deposit for local telephone ' 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to d e  phone calls to Id fm a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor's appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and fiends. These cards offtr convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being discomectd if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an af5xdable ahernative to regular and 
wireless telephone sm'ces. 

. 

. 
. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC Will do if it infiicts new ''in-state'' access charges 
and other fees on prepaid cards. The h s  would funnel directly to lmgt loed telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bearit. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls, jeopardizing the bene* Latino and other CdmmUnities gain 
fim these services. P l w e  stop any effort to raise rates on American c0-n and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new accoess charges and other fees. 

1 '  

ccs: Commissioner Micbeel Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chainnan Michacl Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyon 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch h their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling car;ds; 
approximately 43% of , h t i n o  househoIds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so pvalent in part because 
they save consumers money- 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and law income consnmers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service wsts as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepAd senrice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that I d  phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls f h m  payphones or the telephones 
of  family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all h e .  

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cads. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for wngumer Interests over coipornte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority- ' 

CGS: /Commissioner Michael Cons 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congress person 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Pqwell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th SWe& S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC nor impose new hidden charges a d  fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college studeots and mililnry 
fmilies rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these ~bllsumm do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit foi local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the onIy optim they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with famiIy and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers IiteralIy 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispcnsablt to consumer groups bwuse  t h q  are an afhdable altemative to regular and 
wireless leIephone services. 

But such price hikes art: precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on pre-fid cards. The fees would funnel d k t l y  to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and 0th communities gain 
fiom these services, Please stop any effort to raise rates on h e t i c a n  consumers and decide that 
these sewices are not subject to &e exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

w 
CCS: 

Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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JuIy 7,2004 

Chairman Michael PowelI 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Military personnel stationed in the US. and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost 
telecommunications services to keep in touch with M y  and friends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new charges and fees on these cards that we 
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens of thousands of American service 
men and women stationed worldwide. 

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and other fees on 
ce&n prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly those who move 
frequently, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set, 
affordable rates. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, military personnel 
could, quite literally, be Ieft without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost o f  prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for our service men and women. Please look out for our 
military personnel and refhse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abcrnathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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ChaiGan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commissioa 

Washingion, DC 20554 
44s 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and ozher minority communities rely upon Iow-cost telecommunications sewices to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or aEordable housing to staying in 
‘touch with family and fiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introdu+ 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-statd’ access charges and other fws on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, pafiicularly those on fmed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar chdlengcs. 

As a resuli, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many conswners 
could, quite literally, be left without access io telephone d c t .  Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least flwd price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the Iarge, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when &cy do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; rhus m&ng these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan A delstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chaikan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket NO, 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell; 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications sewices to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fiom looking for B job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and fkiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal thai would introduce 
new charges and fees upon serw’ces upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying ‘%-staten access cbarges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card servik Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
estabIishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay comected at set affordable rate8. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will diredly hann individuals who can least a&rrd p-cc increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would mount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consum6rs. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling c8td to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fets on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
senator 
Congressperson 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
44s 12th street, S.W. 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chajman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fws upon prepaid calling csrds. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of tbesc cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their ~IILmllInities. 

The Latino community is particu1ady sensitive; to any price increase forpre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Re-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices alraddy holding fured and low income conswefg hostage, we should 
not be aced with rising telephone service costs a9 well, In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fnred incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that l o d  phone companies insist upon W o r e  
getting a phone. Witb prepaid cards, consusmers can make calls f b m  payphones or the telephonRs 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ’Lccmnected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the olher hi appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of.such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over c&pomte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 
# 

ccs. YdL; Commissioner Michael Copps ‘-a.v 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senatar 
senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new ac-s charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you Will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities.: 

The Latino community is partjcularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid d s .  he-paid calling car& are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fiied and low income consumcrs b-e, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fnred incomes depend entirely upon papaid service becausethey cannot 
meet the credit rating or ham deposit requirements thw local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, wnsumers can make call6 h m  payphones or the telephoms 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "conntctqd" as we look fm 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other d a i i  appaintments that we all have. 

Z simply fmd it unimagiaable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the Dadon's largest telephone companies would be the largest bene6ciaries of such 
charges. Tbe FCC should stand up for conmmer interests over coiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid dJing cards a priority. 

sin&, 

ksioner MiohaeI COPOS 
/ 

CCS: 

commissioner xatblccn ~bomathy  
Commissioner Kevin Martjn 
Commissioner Jonathan AdeIsteb 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access chargcs and f' upon prepaid calling cards- If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
?hey save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income cbnsumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
housebolds who are on faced incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phons companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ' ' m n n ~ "  as we look fbr 
jobs, hunt for houses, m schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fiid it unimaginable ?hat the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Same of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should gtaad up for consumer i n t e d  over c0;POrate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling card9 a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs; 
Commissioncx Kathleen Aberndy 
Comksioner Kevin Martin 
Commissianer Jonathan Addstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th StJ-eet, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133- 

Dear Chairman PowelI, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not. impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling GaTd 

services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling w d  services for a vmkty of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card nay be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calIs to look for a job, fbr af5ordable housing, makc a doctor's appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, at 
there are no hidden fees or charges, In econornidly disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepdd callhg cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services- 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new %-state" access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would finnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely u p  those consumers that can 1- Sard tc, 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies wiIl substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pmpaid calls, jeopardizing the benefbs Lath10 and other communities gain 
h m  these services- Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these semices are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other h. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps I 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
'Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

a Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th S l n q  S.W. 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Pear Chairman Powell, 

1 am wrjting to ask that the FCC not imposc new bidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a varkty of needs. Many o f  these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be tbe only oflon they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with Wly and eends, These cards o s r  convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economicdly disatjvmta8ed mas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards am 
indispnsable to consumer groups because they are an affordabIe alternative to regular and 
wireless wlephone services- 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would finme1 directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bearit 

Ad&---- 
rnir 
fro1 
thes 

_------ 
I companies will substantially increase the per 
enefits Latino and other communjties gain 
atcs on American consumtrs and decide that 
1ccess charges and othex fees. 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 ' 

445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC DocketN~. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

1 am writing io ask tbat the FCC not impose new hidden charss and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a van'ety of needs. Many of these co~sumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option tbey have. to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look fw a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor's appointment, or 
stay in touch with f m  and friends. These cards offix convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the PCC will do if it inflicts new "in-state" acass charges 
and other fees on pm-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it, 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardiu'ng the benefrts Latino and other communities gaiu 
from these services. Please stop any effbrt to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these sentices are not subject to the exorbitant new access cbarges and otbcr fees, 

Sincerely, 
.r\ 

ws: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senatw 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Commutiications Commission 
445 12th !jtr€x& S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RIE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the PCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
senrices. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, colIege students and militmy 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of nteds. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or themeans to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option they have to stay connected - to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor's appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and fiiends. 7hese c a d s  offer convenieoce and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconneded Sthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to mnsumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

Bui such price hikes are precisely what the FCC Will do if it inflicts new "in-state" acccss charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers tbat 
bear it. 

least &ord to 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will. sobstantially increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
from these services. Plcest stop my dart to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these sem-ces are not subject to the exorbhnt new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, . 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, s-w. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE; WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not imposc ncw access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you Will simply drive up the cost for mhrity or .. . 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half oftbe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Re-paid calliug cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fked incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone- With prepaid cards, conswners can make d s  from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use thwe cards to stay "mmected'' as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the otha daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of.such 
charges The PCC should stamd up for crinsomer intensits over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chdnnan Michacl Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Str* S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new accqs charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to &crease the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals b stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is pdcuJarly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
blow $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Re-paid calling Mlds are EO prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone seavice costs as well, h particular, many low-income 
households who are on fared incomes depend emtidy upon prapaid service. because they cannot 
meet the credit ratiog or hefty deposit rcquiremms tbst local phone companies insist upon befare 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiam payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors- We can use these cads to stay "connected" as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appohtmemts that w e  all have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC wouId impose new chatges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should starrd up for consumer bpterrsts over cofporpte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority- 

Sincmly, g '  p dw..fji D&!JFflp@p "7 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kaibleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Cbaiman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and f i f e e s  upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to inwewe the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch m their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards, 
approximately 43% of M n o  househoIds use them, Indeed, half ofthe housebolcls with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service casts as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
mex% the credit ratiug or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befare 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, cons~~~~ers  can make calls h m  payphones or tbe telephones 
of family members and neigbbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beineiiciaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stnnd up for consnmer intereefs over coipomte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely 

Pw %Q 
ccs: Commissioner Michael cdpps 

Commissioner Kathleen A b e h y  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Cammissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Sen- 
Congressperson 


